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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1 . Claims 1 -1 1 and 1 3-23 are pending and remain for furtlier examination. 



The new grounds of rejection 

2. Applicants' arguments and amendments with respect to claims 1 , 9, and 1 7 filed 
on November 26, 2008 have been fully considered but they are deemed to be moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 103(a) 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter 
as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



4. Claims 1 -1 1 and 1 3-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bracho et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,021 ,443) in view of Koch (U.S. Patent 
No. 7,207,008). 
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5. As to claim 1 , Bracho et a! teacli a method (see abstract; figures 1,5, 10, and 1 2; 
and column 4 line 34 to column 5 line 62) comprising: receiving at least one network 
attachment point change event subscription from at least one network attachment point 
change event subscriber; receiving at least one network attachment point change event 
publication from at least one network attachment point change event publisher; and for 
each network attachment point change event publication matching a network 
attachment point change event subscription, notifying the network attachment point 
change event subscriber of the matching published network attachment point change 
event (figures 5, 10, and 12; column 10 lines 47-61; column 12 line 45 to column 13 line 
44; and column 15 lines 1-42). Occurrence of event in a network is well known and 
inherent in the art at the time the invention was made as a network attachment point 
change event (figure 10; and column 12 lines 45-55). 

However, Bracho et al do not explicitly teach that the network attachment point 
change events comprising an indication of a change in a network address of a device 
on a network; and an application layer refers to a second attachment point on the 
network by using a first network attachment point identifier. 

Koch explicitly teaches that the network attachment point change events 
comprising an indication of a change in a network address of a device on a network 
from a first network attachment point having a first network attachment point identifier to 
a second network attachment point having a second network attachment point; and an 
application layer refers to the second attachment point on the network by using the first 
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network attachment point identifier (see abstract and summary of the invention; figures 
5-6; column 4 line 3 to column 5 line 11; column 6 lines 4-30; and column 9 lines 15-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Koch stated above in the method of 
Bracho et a! because It would have provided much faster and more efficient way 
handling multiple Instance of events and avoiding duplication of work in a distributed 
network environment. 

6. As to claims 2-3, Koch teaches that each network attachment point change event 
publication comprises: identification of an original network attachment point; and 
identification of a current network attachment point different from the original network 
attachment point; and each identification of a network attachment point comprises an 
Internet protocol (IP) address (column 5 line 48 to column 6 line 30). 

7. As to claim 4, Bracho et al teach that each network attachment point change 
event subscription comprises identification of a network attachment point that has 

attached a communications peer with which the network attachment point change event 
subscriber has at least one active communication connection (figure 1 ; and column 5 
lines 35-51). 
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8. As to claim 5, Bracho et a! teach that the at least one network attachment point 
change event publication comprises: a first network attachment point change event 
publication from a first network attachment point change event publisher; a second 
network attachment point change event publication from a second network attachment 
point change event publisher; and matching the first network attachment point change 
event to each network attachment point change event subscription comprises: 
determining that the network attachment point change event subscription was placed by 
the second network attachment point change event publisher; and determining that the 
second network attachment point change event occurred within a time interval of the 
first network attachment point change event (figures 7-9 and 12; and column 14 line 21 
to column 15 line 64). 

9. As to claims 6-7, Bracho et al teach that matching the network attachment point 
change event to the network attachment point change event subscription comprises 
determining that the network attachment point change event subscription was placed by 
a subscriber with a private network address (reference teaches that subscriber within 
same hub with publisher); and for each network attachment point change event 
subscriber, determining if the network attachment point change event subscriber has a 
private network address (reference teaches that subscriber not within same hub with 
publisher; therefore, subscriber has a private network address) (figures 1 and 7-8; and 
column 4 line 34 to column 5 line 62). 
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10. As to claim 8, Bracho et a! teach that each network attachment point change 
event subscription comprises a network attachment point change event subscriber 
notification address (ID); and determining if the network attachment point change event 
subscriber has a private network address (reference teaches that subscriber not within 
same hub with publisher; therefore, subscriber has a private network address) 
comprises determining If the network attachment point change event subscriber 
notification address is in accord with the public source of the network attachment point 
change event subscription (reference teaches that subscriber within same hub with 
publisher) (figures 1, 7-8, and 11-12; column 4 line 34 to column 5 line 62; and column 
13 line 58 to column 15 line 64). 

11. As to claim 9, Bracho et al teach a method (see abstract; figures 1 , 5, 1 0, and 1 2; 
and column 4 line 34 to column 5 line 62) comprising: sending a subscribe message to 
a virtual connectivity subscrlbe-notify service subscribing to at least one network 
attachment point change event published by a remote peer (figures 1 , 5, and 12; 
column 4 line 34 to column 5 line 62; column 10 lines 47-61; and column 15 lines 1-42). 
Occurrence of event in a network is well known and inherent in the art at the time the 
Invention was made as a network attachment point change event (figure 10; and column 
12 lines 45-55). 

However, Bracho et al do not explicitly teach that the at least one network 
attachment point change event comprising a change in a network address of the remote 
peer; and receiving a notify message from the virtual connectivity subscribe-notify 



Application/Control Number: 10/619,332 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2455 

service notifying of a network attachment point change event published by a remote 
peer. 

Koch explicitly teaches that the at least one network attachment point change 
event comprising a change in a network address of the remote peer; and receiving a 
notify message from the virtual connectivity subscribe-notify service notifying of a 
network attachment point change event published by a remote peer (see abstract and 
summary of the invention; figures 5-6; column 4 line 3 to column 5 line 11; column 6 
lines 4-30; and column 9 lines 15-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Koch stated above in the method of 
Bracho et al because it would have provided much faster and more efficient way 
handling multiple instance of events and avoiding duplication of work in a distributed 
network environment. 

12. As to claims 10-1 1 and 13, Koch teaches that sending a publish message to the 
virtual connectivity subscribe-notify service publishing a network attachment point 
change event, wherein the publish message comprises: an identifier of a previous 
network attachment point and an identifier of a current network attachment point; and 
the notify message comprises: an identifier of a previous network attachment point of 
the remote peer, and an identifier of a current network attachment point of the remote 
peer (see abstract and summary of the invention; figures 5-6; column 4 line 3 to column 
5 line 11; column 6 lines 4-30; and column 9 lines 15-55). 
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1 3. As to claim 14, Braclio et a! teacli that sending a publish message to the virtual 
connectivity subscribe-notify service publishing a local network attachment point change 
event (figures 1 and 10; column 4 line 34 to column 5 line 62; and column 12 line 45 to 
column 13 lines 49). 

14. As to claim 15, Bracho et al teach that the virtual connectivity subscribe-notify 
service is located in a public address space (reference teaches that subscriber within 
same hub with publisher); and the subscribe message is sent from a private address 
space (reference teaches that subscriber not within same hub with publisher; therefore, 
subscriber has a private network address) (figures 1 , 7-8, and 11-12; column 4 line 34 
to column 5 line 62; and column 13 line 58 to column 15 line 64). 

15. As to claim 16, Koch teaches that as a result of receiving the notify message, 
sending a Connection Update Request message to the remote peer requesting a 
Connection Update message from the remote peer (figures 5-6 and 10-11; column 9 
lines 15-55; and column 10 line 47 to column 11 line 35). 

16. As to claims 1 7-23, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claims 1-11 and 13-16 above, since claims 17-24 are merely an apparatus for 
performing the method of operations defined in the claims 1-1 1 and 13-16 and also do 
not teach or define any new limitations than above claims 1-1 1 and 13-16. 
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Response to Arguments 

17. Applicant's arguments liave been fully considered. The examiner has attempted 
to answer (response) to the remarks (arguments) in the body of the Office action. 

1 8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection. Accordingly, 
THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M.P.E.P. § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 C.F.R. § 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Contact Information 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bharat Barot whose Telephone Number is (571) 
272-3979. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 AM to 
3:30 PM. Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number (571) 273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar , can be reached at (571) 272-4006. 



/Bharat N Barot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2455 

February 23, 2009 



